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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 117(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is eligible 
for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has 
been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on November 02, 2006 has been entered. Claims 1, 
14, 23 and 33 have been amended. Claims 1-33 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments, filed November 02, 2006, with respect to 35 USC 112 1 st 
rejections of claims 1-33 have been fully considered and are persuasive. The 35 USC 1 12 1 st 
rejections of claims 1-33 has been withdrawn. 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to 35 USC 103 rejections of claims 1-33 have been 
fully considered but they are not persuasive. Applicant added new claim limitations and further 
argued that the art on record fails to teach a memory within the apparatus to store the acquired 
image information of the user using the apparatus and display of the apparatus on which to 
display the image information. 

4. Examiner would point out that the claim language, "so that the displayed image is 
viewable in order to identify an illegal user" is an intended use recitation. A recitation of the 
intended use of the claimed invention must result in a structural difference between the claimed 

. invention and the prior art in order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior 
art. If the prior art structure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. 

5. Examiner would further point out that In response to applicant's arguments against the 
references individually, one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually 
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where the rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 
208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 
1986). In this case Clark teaches an electronic apparatus comprising an identification system 
wherein user authentication is performed at a computer station based on stored credentials and 
if the authentication fails (i.e., condition of stored parameter for illegal use are established) a 
photographing device is activated and a photograph of the unauthorized user is taken and 
recorded (i.e., stored in a memory), and later the user will be identified based on at least the 
recorded photograph (i.e., image information about unauthorized user would be displayed) 
[column 2, lines 5-11, 47-61 and column 3, lines 18-31, 39-46]. Urano teaches an apparatus 
including a first memory, provided in said apparatus having stored therein a parameter for 
representing at least conditions of an illegal use of said apparatus (storing in a managing 
computer illegal access judgment standard) [column 3, lines 60-65, column 4, lines 1-12, lines 
53-62 and column 6, lines 1-15], and a control unit which stores in a second memory illegal 
access information of the user and user system when said conditions represented by said 
parameter are established [column 4, lines 55-67 and column 6, lines 30-67]. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Urano et al 
US 6,202,158 (hereinafter Urano) in view of Clark US Patent 4,636,622. 
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8. As per claims 1 , 14, 23 and 31-33, Urano teaches an electronic apparatus having a 
display viewable by a user of the apparatus comprising; 

a first memory, provided in said apparatus having stored therein a parameter for 
representing at least conditions of an illegal use of said apparatus (storing in a managing 
computer illegal access judgment standard) [column 3, lines 60-65, column 4, lines 1-12, lines 
53-62 and column 6, lines 1-15], and a control unit which stores in a second memory illegal 
access information of the user and user system when said conditions represented by said 
parameter are established [column 4, lines 55-67 and column 6, lines 30-67], 

Urano is silent on storing image information acquired by a photographing device 
which photographs a user of the apparatus. However, within the same field of endeavor Clark 
teaches an identification system wherein user authentication is performed at a computer station 
based on stored credentials and if the authentication fails (i.e., condition of stored parameter for 
illegal use are established) a photographing device is activated and a photograph of the 
unauthorized user is taken and recorded (i.e., stored in a memory), and later the user will be 
identified based on at least the recorded photograph (i.e., image information about 
unauthorized user would be displayed) [column 2, lines 5-11, 47-61 and column 3, lines 18-31, 
39-46]. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to employ the teachings of Clark within the system of Urano in order to 
enhance security of the system. 

9. As per claim 2 and 15, Urano further teaches controlling output of illegal access 
information stored in the memory in accordance with an output direction [column 9, lines 57-67 
and column 10, lines 1-5.]. 
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10. As per claims 3, 16 and 24, Urano further teaches said control unit directs a set up 
program to read out said parameter in said first memory and to record illegal access information 
in said second memory [column 4, lines 55-67 and column 6, lines 30-67]. 

11. As per claims 4, 17 and 25, Urano further teaches said control unit directs an application 
program running on said apparatus to set and alter said parameter in said first memory via an 
interface prepared on a program [column 5, lines 24-39]. 

12. As per claims 5,18 and 26, Urano further teaches said control unit directs the program 
to output illegal access information [column 9, lines 57-67 and column 10, lines 1-5]. 

1 3. As per claim 6, Urano further teaches the apparatus wherein as said parameter 
recording timing representing conditions for obtaining image information is selected, set and 
stored in said first memory [column 7, lines 3-25 and lines 50-63]. . 

14. As per claim 7, 19 and 27, Urano further teaches the apparatus wherein illegal access 
information data management header, a recording time, a recording timing, a recording format 
and illegal access information data are recorded in said second memory [column 7, lines 3-25 
and lines 50-63]. 

1 5. As per claims 8-10, 20 and 28, Urano further teaches the apparatus wherein said 
recording timing of said illegal access information takes place when the power supply for said 
apparatus is turned on, program is activated, or operation is resumed (i.e., during log-in 
operations) [column 2, lines 27-32]. 
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16. As per claim 1 1 , Urano further teaches the apparatus wherein said recording timing of 
illegal access information takes place when an illegal password is entered in said apparatus 
[column 6, lines 1-15]. 

17. As per claims 12, 21 and 29, Urano further teaches the apparatus wherein information 
acquiring format and writing mode are selected, set and stored in said first memory as said 
parameter [column 7, lines 28-43]. 

18. As per claims 13, 22 and 30 Urano further teaches the apparatus wherein the mode of 
writing illegal access information into second memory is overwriting or an appending mode 
[column 5, lines 50-61]. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Beemnet W. Dada whose telephone number is (571) 272-3847. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday (9:00 am - 5:30 pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kim Y. Vu can be reached on (571) 272-3859. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



January 20, 2007 



Beemnet W Dada 




